
OFIOS,y 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

~~~ ~ ~~~`~ OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

f "' t 648 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION
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JOHN F. KRATTLI

County Counsel January 23, 2014

TO: SACHI A. ~[AMAI
Executive Officer
Board of Supervisors

Attention: Agenda Preparation

FROM: ROGER H. GRANBO~
Assistant County Counsel
Law Enforcement Services Division

RE: Susan Ent, et al, v. Pacific Clinics, et al.

United States District Court Case No. CV 12-10892

TELEPHONE

(213)974-1609

FACSIMILE

(213) 626-2105

TDD

(213)633-0901

Attached is the Agenda entry for the Los Angeles County Contract

Cities Liability Trust Fund Claims Board's recommendation in the above-

referenced matter. Also attached are the Case Summary and the Summary

Corrective Action Plan.

It is requested that this recommendation, the Case Summary, and

the Summary Corrective Action Plan be placed on the Board of Supervisors'

agenda of February 4, 2014.

R~IG:scr

Attachments
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Board Agenda

MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS

Los Angeles. County Contract Cities Liability Trust Fund Claims Boaxd's

recommendation: Authorize settlement of the matter entitled Susan Eng, et al. vs.

Pacific Clinics, et al., United States District Court Case Number CV 12-10892 in

the amount of $1,845,000, and instruct the Auditor-Controller to draw a warrant

to implement this settlement from the Sheriff s Department Contract Cities Trust

Fund's budget.

This lawsuit concerns allegations of wrongful death by Sheriffs Deputies.
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CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME

CASE NUMBER

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

HOA.1013884.1

Susan P. Eng, et ai. vs. Pacific
Clinics, et al.

CV 12-10892

United States District Court

November 14, 2012

Sheriff s Department

$ 1,845,000

Girardi and Keese

Millicent L. Rolon

Plaintiffs Susan P. Eng, Vincent
Eng, Vinly Eng, Get Lim, Ek Tek
Eng, and Nancy Eng allege
wrongful death and civil rights
violations arising out of the
shooting and subsequent death of
Jazmyn'e Ha Eng by Sheriffs
Deputies.

The Deputies contend that the
force used was reasonable and in
response to Jazmyn Ha Eng's
actions.

Due to the risks and uncertainties
of the litigation, a reasonable
settlement at this time will avoid
further litigation costs. Therefore,
a full and final settlement of the
case in the amount of $1,845,000
is recommended.



PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 68,361

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $ 2,342

HOA.1013884.1



Case Name: Susan P. Ens. et al. v. Pacific Clinics. et ai.

Summary Corrective Action Ptan

`t'he intent of this farm 9s to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for attachment

to the setttement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of Los
 Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the ciaims/lawsuits' 
identified. root causes

and corrective actions (status, Mme frame, and responsible party). This summary does not repl
ace the

Corrective Acton Plan farm. If there is a question related to ~onfldenttality, please consult

County Counsel.

Dafie of incident/even~ Wednesday, January 4, 2012; approximately 3:28 p.m.

Briefly provide a descrlptlon
of the incitientleven~ $~~p, ~ng,,v~acifYc Ciinlcs. gt af.

Summary Correctivve Action Plan Na. 2013-032

On Wednesday, January 4, 2012, at approximately 3:28 p.m., several

Los Angeles County depuky sheriffs assigned to the Loy Angeles County

Sheriff's department's Temple Sfa~on drove fo 9853 East Va{ley

Boulevard, Rosemead, after receiving a priority radio call of a mentally lit

woman holding a hammer in the lobby of a mental health ciin3c.

When the deputy sheriffs arrived at the clime, a clinic employee directed

them to the main lobby in the building. 'TYvo deputy sheriffs contacted a

woman holding a hammer in a threatening manner. One deputy sheriff

instrucEed the woman M drop the hammer. When the woman did rwt

comply with the deputy sheriffs instructions, he deployed a TASEFt

device. Unfortunately, the device had no effect on tf~e woman or her

behavior.

When the woman raised the hammer over her head and began to

approach the deputy sheriff, a second deputy sheriff discharged his daft'

weapon, striking the woman in tt~e hand. After the woman regained her

composure, she_ advanced on the first depufy sheriff threatening him

r wi#t~ the hammer. Fearing the woman was going to strike his partner

with tine hammer, the second deputy sheriff discharged his weapon

again, striking the woman in the chest

The woman was pronpunced dead at the scene.

Briefly describe the ,foot cause(s1 of the cla9m/iawsul~

The root cause in this incident is a confrontation between a mentally i{I woman awned with a hammer

and fwa members of the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department.

This section intentionally left blank.
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Correc8ve ActEon Plan

2 Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
pncl~de each corrective action, dua date, responsgste party, and any disciplinary adioas if appropriate)

The Los Angeles County Sheriff s Departmen# had relevan# policies and procedures/protocols 
in effect

afi the time of the. incident.

The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Departments training curriculum addresses the arcumstanc es 
which'

occurred in the incident

TE~is incident was thoroughly investigated 6y representatives from the l as Angeles County 
Sheriffs

Depafinent's Homicide Bureau and internal Affairs Bureau.

The results of the investiga~on were presented to representatives from the Los Angeles County Distric
t

Attorney's Office. The office of the Los Angeles County Distric# Attorney concluded that the de
puky

sheriff who discharged his duty weapon acted in lawful self-defense and defense of others.

On April 17, 2013, the resulfs of the inves~gation were presented to the Los Angeles County 
Sheriffs

Departments Executive Force ~ Review Committee. The members of the committee revtewed 
the

conduct of fhe two deputy sherifFs invaNed to the incident As a result, appropriate administra~v
e

action was imposed upon two members of the ~.os Angeles County Sheriffs Department

3. Are the corrective aeons addressing department wide system Essues?

❑ Yes — Tf~ corrECtive actions address department wide system issues.

~I No — The correc~#ive actions are only applicable #o t#~e affected parries.

Los Angeles County She~ifPs Department ,

game: (Risk Management Coordinator)

Joanne Sharp, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: ~ Date:

Name: (oepar►ment Head)

Roberta A. Abner, Chief
tntemal Investiga~ons Division

Signature: Date:
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County of Los Ange{es
Summary Corrective Action Ptan
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